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DEBATE IN THE SENATE:
RECAPTURE ‘OF FUGITIVE SLAVES.
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¢ilizens acknowledge to the con-
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impunity.

The coustitution, ::’tlde fourth, second subdivision of the
second section, relating to fugitives from justice, is as follows:

¢ A person charged in any State with treason, felony, or other
crime, who shall flee &m{: justice and be found in another
State, shall, on demand of the Executive suthority of the State
trom which he fled, be delivered up, to be removed to the
State having jurisdiction of the crime.”

The third subdivision of the same section, relating to fugi-
tives from service, is as follows :

% No person held to service or labor in one State, under the
laws thereof, escaping .into another, shall, in consequence
aay law or regulation therein, be discharged from sueh service
or labor, but shall be delivered yp on claim of the party to
whom such service or labor may be due,”

In both cases the fugitive is to be ** deli* .red up,” summa-
rily, upon proper evi ; and in peitder case, nor in one
more than the other, is he to be put upon trial in the State to
which he bas fled, nor can *¢ Congress do more than to pro-
vide that he shall be *delivered up.” The theory of the
compact is, that the fugitive will be justly dealt with in the
jurisdiction to which he isreturned. It wasassented to in this
confiding spirit, and [ have yet to learn thut the practioe is
otherwise. And if we.may distrust their sense of justice on
the one hand, and therefore violate the constitution, they may
with far greater propriety distrust ours on the other ; and thus,
baving the sanction of thatinstrument, for a just and peces-
::{prorhianof the fundemental law a system of conilict
violence will be substituted.

The-grievance upon:ithe subject of fugitive slaves will be
redressed whenever the of the people in the free States
are aroused to the abuses which have been practiced in their
name, under the garb of benevolence snd superior sanctity;
aud, to the end that it may be seen how the question has been
viewed by courts and judges of the highest character in the
free States, and what are our constitutional obligations, I shall

ghpend to these remarks brief extracts from the opinions of

ancellor Walworth and Justices Nelson,
Story upon the subject.

In the Supreme Court of New York, in the matter of Jack,

.a colored man, charged as a fugitive, Mr. Justice Nelson,
then a justice of that oourt, in speaking of the clause of the
constitution requiring the restoration -of fugitives, said :

It is peremptory and ualified that he ¢shall be deliv-
«ered upupoutheehimofm party to whom such service or
labor may be due.’

* The right of the owner to reclaim the fugitive in the Btate
to which he has fled has been yielded o him by the States.
Without this provision, it would have been competent for
them to huve wholly denied such elaim, or to have qualified it
at discretion.

*¢ All this power tlluly have parted with, and the owner now
has not only an unqualified right to the possession, but he has
the guaranty of the constitution in respect to it.”

In the same matter, in the court for the correction of errors,
Chancellor Walworth says : : :

“lndepndamhwem, of any legislation on the subject,
either by the individual States or by Congress, if the person
whose services are claimed is in fact & ve from servitude
under the laws of another State, the constitutional provision is
imperative that he shall be debivered up to his master upen
claim made ; and any State officer or private citizen, who owes

to the United States and has taken the usual cath to
support the constitution thereof, eannot, without inearring the
moral guilt of perjury, do any act to deprive tlie master of his
right of recapture, thlnrehno doubt that the per-
s00 whose services are claimed is in fact the slave of the
claimant.™

In the Bupreme Court of the United Btates, in the case of
Prigg vs. Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, Mr. Justice Story
says :

* The claase was of the last im to the safety and
security of the Southern States ; eould not have been sur-
rendered by them without

endangering their whole property
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THE PURCHASE OF BOOKS.

Mr. BENTON. AsI was not present when this resolu-
the other morning, I proceed now to state
; mean 1o strike at this

they shall come to vote upon this question. I think thisisa|
period when we may consider the whole system, with all the
abuses which have grown up, and may grow up under it ;

and I that afier seventeen years' experience, and
after ha seen every evil that was foretold by those who op-
poeed it in the beginning ; huving seen every one of those

nd an immense number of others still
more outrageous, which no man foresaw at that time : after
having seen all this, if we now pass a resolution which is in
itself an epitome of all the abuses which have grown up
under the system, we shall sanction the whole, and have no-
thing to do put to pass these resclutions for books to members,
as they are presented. I shall move, at the conclusion of
my remarke, for the indefinite postponement of this resolu-
tion. If that fails, I shall then offer, by way of giving point
to this last effort to resist the sbuse, several definite motions to
recommit with instructions upen certain paints, for the pur-
pose of making opposition in the most specific manner pos-
sible to the sevenn;:m which grow out of this whole busi-

nese.

This abuse began in the year 1882-3. My altention
was first called to it by the Senator from North Caro-
lina, (Mr. Maxcun,) who T am sorry to see is not here;
for, althongh he supported this resolution originally, yet
I think, when it is brought forward in the ehepe of trying
the question of the whule abuse on this subject, that he will
go back to the point at which we started together, and
from which I was his follower. I was a member of Congress
in 1832, and so were you, sir, (addressing the Chair.) An
act was then passed for the printing of a documentary histo-
ry of the American revolution. I was an attending member

of | at the time, but I knew nothing of the passage of thatact,

and stated it in my place, and you yourself stated the same

thing, I think, (Mr. King nodded assent.) But I am very

ceriain that a Senator, now no longer among us, but who

was always attentive te the business of the Senate, great or

small, had no knowledge of it—I mean Mr. Calboun. He,

you, and I had all stated that in our places. Thefirst know-

ledge that I had of such an act being passed at all, was 8

year after it wasdone. T was walking one day—a hot one—
in the shady Capitol grounds with the Senator from North
Carolina slluded to, when he told me of the passage of that
act, and of the enormities which might result from it. Thst
was the first I koew of it. We then looked into it, and
found that the terms of the act were so loose and comprehen-
sive that it was computed that the work to be done under it
would coet a million and a half of dollars. It then began to
attract notice, and was the subject, as yon recollect, of re-
peated struggles on this floor, and on the finor of the House
of Representatives. Finally, those who were oppoeed Lo it
succeeded,|by limiting the number of volumes, in reducing the
expenditure from a million and a half of dollars to about half
a million ; and that was considered a great point gained—a
million saved. Amongst other things to be published in this
documentary history of the American revolution, besi'es
every thing that could be collected in the States, and from
individuals, were Hansard's Debates in the British Parliament,
for a period of about twenty years—from the time of the
stamp act, in 1764, to the conclusion of the debates on the
treaty of peace, in 1784—during all which time the suhject
of the American revolution was the prominent topic of dis-
cussion. Those debates, as far as America was the subject,

were to be reprinted as a part of our documentary history.

That was one of the enormities. [ was at the time in favor
of stopping the work, and, if there were any damages fairly
accruing to those who had undertaken it, paying such da-
mages, and being done with the business. It was defended
on the ground of contract, and of vested rights.

Now, Mr. President, paying a little attention to the de-
bates in the House of Representatives, a day or two ago, I
found this passage :

“ DISTRIDUTION OF BOOKS.

% Mr. Browx, of Mississippi, moved to strike out the fol-
lowing clause, viz :
¢ ¢«To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to
pay for one hundred and two copies of the eighth volume of
the American Archives, to be delivered to members of the
twenty-sixth Congress, at sixteen dollars and eighty-three
cents per volume, one thousand seven hundred and sixteen
dollars and sixty-six cents.’
“ He wished to know why this Congress were calied upon
to Ey for books for members of the twenty-sixth Con
It bas been nearly ten years since this Congress expired. Some
of the members have died, and others have cha their places
gﬁl r:lidr:e, and the Clerk vnnlls not be .ihllubam ﬂ?nd them.
e the appropriation, and result wi e greater
ainber of the bopks will be lak Ia the falding-roosm, aad the
Doork&gr, or somebody else, will sell them,

* Mr. Baxvrr said thatif the appropriation should be strick-
en out, it would gratify no one more than himself. But,ashe
understood the matter, these books were ordered by a law of
the land, and by a law providing for their publieation. .

“Mr. Jonzs understood that the contract was made with
Messrs. Clarke and Force for the publication. It it could be
repealed he should be glad ; but, as he remarked, the contrast
was now in existence, and the books were published under it.
“Mr. Browx said that his objection was not so much to
the printing and Eﬁng for the books as to the difficulty of
delivering :n. llnl'rm than ﬁ:tgdmmhbmhof the twenty-sixth
Con are in ves, others have eir
mm& ’l‘hequn'ir:nnl,wwhmshllltho s be
delivered ?

¢ Messrs. Scasnck and Swrxrser roade a few remarks,
when the motion of Mr, Browx to strike out the clause was

disagreed to.

« Mr, HoxTER was understood to an amendment,
and to say that the to vote books to dead men and
to those who had moved away wis ridiculous. He therefore
hoped that, if the books are to be paid for, they would be given
to persons now in existence.”

This is an impressive illustration of the abuse of this
book-buging system—an illustration going far beyond all im-
agination at yhe time it wis detected. Itis fact beating fancy
—furnishing bocks backwards, retrospectively, retroactively,
to the dead, sud to the moved-away, and tothe left-out of Con-
gress. It is like pensioning members—pensioning with
books, tranemuted into money— pensioning the 26th Congrees,

It has been now some ten years, as the debate in the
House of Reptesentatives well says, since that Congrees ex-
ired. Some of the members are dead, and others have
changed their place of residence, and many left out by their
constituents, and the Clerk could not be able to find them ;
and therefore the argument upon which this abuse turns, to
wit, that these books are purchased to ensble members better
to discharge their duties bere, can hardly spply. T suppose
it cannot to those who have ceased to be members
of Congress, or who have ceased to be ‘inhabitants of this
world, though I believe the argament would be about »s
strong in favor of the dead as in favor of most of us of the
living. Certain it is that I never have read one page of any
of this documentary history, for which we pay $5011,000; it
might as well have been voted to a dead man as to me. Ma-

some sell than cost. It was stated
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them off when once on. There are many
things you can bum off with fire, or cut out with a knife;
si-fast cannot be god rid of in that way. It sticks
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This we all know. ¢
for this Congress book-trade, to give some idea of the capital
invested in it. 1

Boginning with the Documentary History, which was
sbout the commencement of the great sbuse, and putting
down 8500,000 for that item, payable at intervals as a vol-
ume is delivered, each delivery being about $25,000, and the
most part yet to come, snd [ find in the year 1833, $55,000
for one set of books, and $12,000 for another. In 1883, I
find the several sums of $50,000, $3,125, and $1,000.
1834, the sums of $20,000, $40,000, $42,960, $5,100. In
1835, the sums of $6,600, $40,000, $10,860. In 1836,
$5,883, $15,606. In 1837, $44,490, $4,588, $15,500.
In 1839, $5,602. ;

This was the progress of the abuse in the first four years.
Its enormity was such ns to enable the opposing members to
briog it to a halt. They broke up the trade for a while—for
near ten years; but it afterwards broke out afresh, and raged
with renovated fury.

Thus we find, in 1846, the sums of $7,000 and $24,449,
In 1847, the sums of $72,205 and of $45,000. In 1848,
the sums of $8,000, of $16,350, of $24,327, and of $4,270.
In 1849, a considerable unascertained amount ; and now, in
this year, 1850, both Houses of Congresa employed in the
work.

All this which I produce is only one branch of the busi-
nessi—the appropriations made by the two Houses of Con-
gress : but there is another branch of it still to be explored —
the purchases out of the contingent fund, of which this to
Mr. Palmer is a sample. 2

Many of these sppropriations were to put the new mem-
bers on an equality with the old ones ; that is to say, it was
giving them the same amount for coming in at the last mo-
ment, as if they hed come and worked as those who came
befure them. |There is a case of the laborer who comes in
st the eleventh hour being entitled to foll wages, but I do not
think it spplies to members of Congress. [Laughter.] Ifthe
new members are to be put on a footing with the old ones,
and he who comes here this session is to receive the books
which have been put in the hands of him who has been here
twenty or thirty years, why should they not also get back
pay—eight dollars a day and mileage, eo as to make them
equal in all points ? The list goes on. )

Recurring to the Documentary History, I will here say,
Mr. President, that while the House hus felt itzelf embar-
rasscd with this contract of Clarke & Force, Mr. Clarke has
not felt himself embarrassed at all by his part of the contract.
While we were denying ourselves the power to give up this
contract, he was selling it to a gentleman who perhaps is
here now, Mr. John C. Rives. He purchased Mr. Clarke’s
interest, and he bas suthorized me to say that if the Senate
chooses to terminato the contract he msks for no damages.
He speaks for himself, having purchased Mr. Clarke’s interest;
he does not speak for Mr. Force, who may or may not be
willing to do as he does. Now, sir, this work of Clarke &
Force was to be done by an officer, at that time, of the
House, whom we all know, Mr. Clarke. Being an officer of
the Houee, he was therefore somewhat under the control and
in the power of the House. The contract with him was per-
sonal ; he was to do the **head-work.” It was a trust not
to be delegated ; it was a contract with him, an officer of.lhe
House, and an educated man, to do a work which required
head and education. He was to collect the matter proposed
to be published, It was a petsonal trust, and not negolisble
and sssignable. He has sssigned, abd goae out of it, and
Mr. Rives, who has succeeded him, pretends to nothing’but

his contract. That is all he pretends, and he prints I.he ma-
nuscript as furnished to him. The whole idea on which the
contract was made is lost and gone. The leading pariner
in the contract has left it. He quits it, and yet we muet

slick to it. Buch is the argument, and such the practice, and
such the abuse of this book buying business. The greater
part of this Documentary History is yet to come. At first

there was no limitation upon time or quantity.” Both was
unlimited. 'We got a limit upon the quanlity, so as mot to
exceed 80 many volumes ; but there is no limit upon time,
and periodically Congress is called upon for abont $25,000 to
zf r a new bound volume, and some one ot two thousand
lars to buy volumes not in existence, to give to dead men !

I ropeat : these items now produced by me are only those
belonging to that class of appropristions which are acted upon
by both Houses of Congress, and which are to be found npon
the general statute book. There is another large abuse which
hss grown up, and which is much more dangerous than those
going through both Houses, because the books are bought al-
most without form, by a mere resolve, and paid for out of the
contingent fund. I have ot had time to look into it, but I
think I may venture to say, that since theéi_m; this m be-
gan—commencing with the Documentary History, w was
to.cost a million and a half, and which we have got limited
to half & million of dollars, and which we are called upon for
money to pay every two or three years, and which may con-
tinue uhrw’emnll dead, and still go on without limitation
of time—and including all of the sums paid, either out of the
treasury or the contingent fund, and it will be found that
there has been s much money voted for the of sup-
plying members of Congress with books, which few read and
many sell, as there has been voled for the improvement of the
Tdﬂvmdl.ha West. And, sir, it was got much easier
mmwan‘y of the .ppnprillt'i”oal_fur r rivers.
appropriations oasy ¢ river improvement

] have hrrbil:lh, and many diein the process
It is a case in which the tug of war is reversed.

work to prevent a Congres n the mean
time the books which we buy are, most of them, either useless
or dangerous—a benefit to the seller and nobody else. As an
example, I underiake to say that this work of documentary
i have paid these enormous sume, has
w to any member of C in any
public business which he has had to transact, and that he has
not got one fact or idea from that work which was applicable
depending before Congress. Yot the ar-
goment upon which this sbuse originated was;” that it was to

enable members of Congress the better to discharge their legis-
lative duties.

I desire to give another exemplification of the abuses aris-
ing from this It o to Greenhow’s history of

Oregon and California, and the negotiations which took place
with foreign Powers and the Ubited States in relation to
the title to that country. This book was purehased for the
use of the Senate—not half a dozen volumes merely, to put
in the library, where every Senator could sce them on apy cc-
casion he pleased—but purchased by the thousand for the
use of the Senate— thereby that every Senator should
proportion of them. I 1o this parchase at
g about the book, yet I

u;d m:.z :ﬁlnhn_w that it
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the workman, whose business it is to make money out of

It is hard |,
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to go by. Bir, it nearly brought us to
of & war with Great Britain, and all by following the

consequence of having this shal-
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blind guide which he had selected—following
shallow book, which we had bought, and then took for the
compendiam of all knowledge. sre strong wotds, but
stronger than the truth sdmits, or justice requires ; and I
prove what I say. Mr. Greenhow had teken it into
to deny the line of Utrecht beyond the Lake of the
Woods, which Mr. Gallatin, in bis negotistions with the

a false and

British Ministers had relied upon ; aod to keep up his own
side of the t he ressed all that Gallstin said and
the British admitted about the of Uuecht.

Mr. Gallatin was sent to (he Court of Bt James in 1826,
of setiling questions growing up in respect to
then Secretary of Btate,
that coirespondence, from beginning to the
rested, a5 number one of his arguments, upon the
line between the United States and
the 49th llel of latitude, from
to the P Ocean, and that that
ty of Utiecht. Mr Gallatin, upon
second letter addressed to Mr.
e ot e e S
rding to the treaty t
i the 25th of November, speaking of the Oregon
negotistions, in welation to Oregon, he says :

o On thelpst ubject I didnot dwell, ln?m sufficients
ly investigated the articler of the treaty of nul{""' e

‘This was the opening of his negotiations with the British
ministers, Messts. Huskisson and Addingtop, and the open-
ing of his with Mr. Clay, He would not
s« dwell” on the subject at that time, because he had not yet
sufficiently investigated the articles of the treaty of Utrecht.
He then made that his starting poiot in the negotiation.

We all know ing of Mr. Gallatin; that he had a
talent for investigation, a talent for analysis, a talent for re-
search, which enabled him to discover the truth wherever it
lies, He did investigate the treaty of Utrecht, and did satisfy
himself of the fact that it established the boundary, and hav-
ing satisfied himsell of the fact that the boundary line was
fixed at the 49th parallel of latitude, from the Lake of the
Woods to the Pacific ocean, he then brought it forward to
the British ministers, and stated it to them fully, The Brit-
ish ministers, Mr. President, are well informed ; they are able,
they are skilful, they are bold, and they gain many advan-
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tages in by their skill, and by their boldness.
they are proud also, too proud to lie ; and when Mr. Gal-
latin mentioned this to them, they said, yes, it was so, but
that a subsequent (realy between Great Britain and Bpain,
that of Nootka Bound, had superseded the treaty of Utrecht,
and thrown open the whole country to the discovery and set-
tlement of all Powers of the world. They confessed and
evaded, as the lawyers say. They admitted the fact, but
endeavored to get rid of it by bringing forward a subsequent
trealy—a reason;which, whether good or bad, it is not my pur-
pose to arguey but Mr. Gallatin brought forward the fact of
the establishment of the boundary line, and the British minis-
ters sdmitted it, but suid it was superseded by a subsequent
treaty. The point with me is this, that Mr. Gallatin, in thoee
negotiations, and in that correspondence, from the opening of
it, and before he had mentioned it to the British ministers, had
determined to investigate that line, and to maintain it if he
found it truae. He did so, and did investigate, and did find it
true, and brought it forward to the British ministers, and they
admitted the line, but said it was superseded by the subsequent
treaty of Nootka Bound. All this was communicated to Mr.
Clay, who was in the Department of State, in which Mr.
Greenhow was a clerk, and afierwards it was communicated to
Congress and printed. Now, the point to'which I wish to call
the attention of the Benale is this, that in this. book of Mr.
Greenhow, which we. puorchased for the purpose of guiding
the American Senate apd the House of Representatives, in
relation to the geography, history, and title to Oregon, and
which rte to give the negotistions on the subject of
the wzﬁ:‘rm boundary between the United States and
Great Britain, every word that Mr. Gallatin said in relation
to the line of Utrecht is left 1t [t is all left out. And the
reason he gives for leaving it out shows it was done on pur-
the validity of which reason will be judged of after it is

I have made a statement, sir, and a statement going
how we have been imposed upon, and fooled, in one
boulz.pﬂmhmt. and whh:.;u Ml:i a happy
parchase at the tire it was made ; ane Lintend to prove
hat I have stated. Hmhlhoﬂdmempondmu,
printed for the Senute, January 21, 1828, and for the House
of Representatives subsequently, Vol. 5, No. 199, Executive
Documents. In his letter to Mr, Clay, November 16, 1826,
PP- 12, 18 of the Senate Documents, he says :

* The pending negotiations, and the researches they render

necessary, do not permit me lo communicate more than a brief
acoount of what it seems most important for you to know, *
* * & ]had but little to add to the

al ts used
Mr. Rush in support of the right of the Uniuﬂ States to the ter-
ritory in question. * * % I pointed out the discovery,
Gray’s harbor, now improperly ealled Whitby’s, north of the
Columbia river, by Captain Gray ; d lo the line estab-
lished in purtuance of the treaty of Utrecht, and made a short
recapitulation of the whole.”

Here the line of Utrecht is brought directly to the notice of
the British commissioners, and the unext point is, what did
they toit? Mr. Gallatin tells what they said, and that
is ‘U\lﬂlt page 14 of the same document, and in the same
latter, It was this:

% Ags, at the time of concluding the Nootka convention,
Louisiana did belong to Spain, and she made no exception to
the isions of that convention, on any proposed boundaries
of that province having been establi by former treaties
with Great Britain, or of right extending to the Pacific
oeean, the United States cannot eclaim any territory on that
oeean, as owners of Louisiana, either as a natural extension of
its boundaries westwardly, or as implied from the designation
u:;du Mﬂ line, (the 49th parallel of latitude,) settled
p.mc jomrsg gl v oy e

jona o on's Bay on the o X com-
mi. ._:E“‘:’n;m, Qflﬁe#@gf tre
 This convention of Nootka must be considered gene-
rally.as having become an international law, at least for the
Pacific, and superseded the claims ascribed to more prior dis-
covery, sef aside the exclusive preiensions of Spain to the north-
west part of the American continent, and spened it to the com-
merce and scttlements of all countries whatever, including the
United States.”

This was the answer of the British ministers—confessing
and avoiding—admitting the establishment of the line of
Utrecht, but pleading that it was superseded by the Nootka
Sound convention. I do not stop to give Mr. Gallatin’s an-
swer to that plea. That is not the point. The point now
is, that Mr. Gallatin presented line to the British com-
missioners as a part of the United States title up to 49—for no
one went bigher at that time—and that the British ministers
admitted it. The point, presently, will be that Mr. Green-
how suppressed both this urging and admitting the line, and
aﬂunhnhisuumfwmham,r_iou. We go on with
the proofs. On the 25th day of November, page 16 of the
same document, Mr. Gallatin writes to Mr. Clay tbus :

“The boundary line a upon by the commissionersa

in of ﬁ-npzf:{j Utrecht, (the W?h‘p-p-
rullel of latitude, ) though full of'blt:;fhbe' m-
ed by the Whnited States, was offered by them, must, at all
even's, be bi on Great Briwin. That line was indefi-
pite. It had already been d to the Stony mountaios ;
there was no reason why it should not be continued as far as
the clsims of both parties extended.”

This is what is seen in the 'letters of Mr. Gallatin to Mr.
Clay—the line of the treaty of Utrecht four times mentioned
by him, and the British answer to it. Bt there is still a
more formal psper to be produced—**the stalement” and
“ the counter statement” of the respective negotiators.

There was then drawn up on the part of the British minis-
ters a statement of the British title, which was aonexed to the
protocol of the sixth conference, and cunsisted of nine pages,
and is found at page 52 of the document. At the same time
there was a counter statement, showing the United States
title, drawn up by Mr. Gallatin, which consisted of eleven
pages, is seen at page 62 of the document ; and in this
counter statement Mr. Gallatin brought forward the whole
claim of the United States, and rested it, among other points,
upon the treaty of Utrecht. Now, Mr. Greedhow, in the
appendix to this book, gives the entire British statement, and
omits Mr. Gallatin’s. He gives the British **statement” st
poage 446, extending to page 455, word for word, as it ap-
pears published in the document which I hold in my hand.

i In a note to page 446 Mr. Greenhow says :

“ This statement, published with the documents accom

ing President Adama’s to Congress, of December
g‘.nfm. i here inserted in NH. chiefly because reference in

| frequently made to it in the precediog history, in which its

7 o e My, (bl Greeston ' Mekeey,) 2ok otk roess
' ¥ and other
to which nﬁrn#’eeau made by note.” i
Thos the British statement of title is given entire; and this
is the reason given for it, because it is frequently referred to
by him, (Greenhow,) and its misstatements exposed and re-
futed by him, (the sforessid Greenhow.) Now let us see what
he did with Mr. Gallatin’s ** counter statement,” in which
some might wuppose the British misstatements might have
been found out.
Now for the American ** counter statemenl.” Here it is,
at page 348 of the book, and compressed into sbout balf s
and sach peges as the book contains, small leaves, wide

columns of 8 common newspaper. Hore it is, [showing it on

page,
margine, and about equal 10 & square of two inches in the |\

of the Territory west of the Roeky mountains, between the
42d and 49th parallels, on the of —

“The nequisition by the United States of the titles of
France, th the Louisiana treaty, and the titles of Spain
the Florida treaty. 5

N discovery of the mouth of the Colambis, the first ex-
ploration of the countries through which 1 hat river flows, and
the establishment of the first posts and settlements in those
eountries by American citizens.
¢¢ The virtual recognition of the title of the United States by
the British Government, in the restitution, agreeably to the
first article of the treaty of Ghent, of the post near the mouth
of the Columbia, which had been taken during the war.

* And, lastly, upon the ground of contiguity, which should
ve the United States a stronger right to those territories

n could be advanced by any other power—a doetrine al-
ways mainfained by Great Hritain, from the period of her
earliest attempts at colonization in Amerioa, as elearly proved
by her charters, in which the whole breadth of the eontinent,
between certain parallels of humm ted to oolonies
established only at points on the nolll.he t
“;hilillhnoxhiﬁum which Mr. Gnmhn:‘rhuuﬂ}-:l;

's correspondence—a document of some eighty pages,
eleven of them taken up with a ** counter atatersent ™ of the
American clsim in opposition 10 the * statement”™ of the
British claim. This is all, and this all is little. Mr. Gieen-
how seems to have been aware that some apology was due for
—eh:om..dhomdlw gives it thus, in a note at
pege 347 : - .
“ The counter statementof Mr. Gallatin, a most able docu-
ment, is omitted only because its insertion would have too much
increased the bulk of the volume.”

statement of the title of the United States: ** too much in-
creased the bulk of his volume.” Now, Mr. Gallatin’s
counter statement was only eleven pages, and that was too
mach to put in. T'he British statement was nine pages, and
that wes not too much. The volume itself was nearly 500
pages, and eleven more could not have been told by looking
at, or handling the book—could only have been found out by
looking at the figares on the margins of the pages. Besides,
the American people might have pardoned Mr. Greenhow
for sparing his own exposures and detections of the British
“ mis-statements,” as he smartly culls them, and of which he
gives note at the bottom of 446, and accepted Mr. Gal-
latin’s reply, in the shape of his ** counter statement,” to all
the errors of the British “*statemsnt.” The country would
probably have pardoned him for such a substitution, but he
could not pardon himself for so doing; and so he emitted Galla-
tin's answers and substituted Greenhow's. The fact now
stands indisputable that, in a compilation of the history of
Oregon and California, for the instruction of members of
Congress, Mr. Greenhow left out the whole of the negotia-
tions and the whole of the correspondence of Mr. Gallatin.
That fact is clear. Why did he leave it out, sir? Why did
he give the British statement of nine pages, and leave out
Mr. Gallatin's eleven pages ? Can it be that it was for the rea-
son given? It is immaterial what was the reason, except
that a false renson shows a bad design. I guees a different
reason from the one he gives. Mr. Greenhow had under-
taken to deny the existence of the line established by the
treaty of - Utrecht. He started with that foot foremost, and
then stuck to it, trying to prove it as well as he could by leav-
ing out Mr. Gallatin’s correspondence, which averred the ex-
istence of thatline. I guess he left out Mr. Gallatin’s coun-
ter statement because it contained this paragraph, page 67
of the document of Gallatin’s correspondence :

‘“The limits between the northerly possessions of Great-
Britain in North America, and those n{ Fornnue in the same
quarter, namely, Canada and Louisiana, were ined
C issioners appointed in eof the treaty of Utrecht.
From the eoast of Labrador to a certain point north of Lake
Sug:rinr. those limits were fired sccording to certain metes
and bounds, and from that point the line of demareation was
agreed to extend indefinitely due west, along the 40th parallel
of north latitude. Tt was in conformity with that
meunt that the United States did claim that p;mllelm-:nflf;
northern? of Louisiana, It has been accordingly
thus settled ms far as the 8 mountsins by the wmn::fm
of 1818, between the United States and Great Britain; and no

uate reason can be given why the same boundary should
not be continued as far as the claims of the United States do
extend ; that is to say, as for as the Pacific ecean.” ’

This is the reason, I guess, that Mr. Gallatin's ** counte
statemen'™ was so carefully left out, and so bnd a reason
given for it. It averred the existence, in the most formal
manner, of the line of Utrecht. Mr. Greenhow had denied
the existence of that line; and did not feel called upon to
stultify himself in the face of the public by producing Gallatin
to contradict him. But be does not content himself with
leaving out what shows the line ; he inserts an argument
agsinst it. At page 436 of his book he bas three pages of

by | argument against this line, under this imposing caption :

“ that the 49th parallel of latitude was not selected
as the line tion between the French and the British
territories in America, b‘y commissaries appointed
agreeably to the treaty of Utrecht.’

At page 281 he again denies it in these words :

y 4% MWM ir !::‘ mmd'm which f:fm be mt;d;!ft}:ed as e::;:b-
lishing act a runni parallel o,
latitude, w{nynﬁa- line, was em,:-gndom, or mﬂuﬂﬂ[
by those commissares, or by their Governments, as it o,
any part of the French possessions on the north, and of 1
British Hudson’s Bay Territories on the south.”

And he puts that into italics, by way of giving em-
phasis to the contradiction. And at page 282 he seems lo
be perfectly satisfied with himself for ?nuing an end
to 8 *‘belief” which had been *¢hitherfo” (id est, until
his book appeared) entertained *¢ without icion ™ in the
United Btates, and even ** formed the basis of most impor-
tant treaties.” It was his design that it should form the basis of
no more treaties; so he contradicted, suppressed Mr. Gallatin's
avermeat, and the British sdmission, and pushed up to
fifty-four forty.

Mr. President, on a former occasion, when the state of our
negotiations with Great Britain in relation to Oregon were the
subject of much and serious discussion, I brought forward these
facts—tha main fact of the line of Utrecht—for the purpose of
r.hnl.l.ng:r arresting the furious passion which then broke
out for 54° 40’. I adduced the line of Utrecht s fixing the
line between the United States and Grest Britain. While I
was doing this, and actually extricating the Administration
and the Democratic party from the perilous condition into
which they had been run, I was guarded every day in
the ‘*organ” in this city—the organ calling itself Democra-
tic—sometimes editorially, sometimes by Mr. Greenhow, un-
der his own name. I was blackguarded, vilified, contradict-
ed, and at last ridiculed and - pitied, by the organ and ils
backer, for mentioning the line of the treaty of Utrecht ; and I
have no doubt that nearly the whole of the Demoacratic party,
which at that time put faith in the organ, fully believed that
there was no such line as that of Utrecht—that Mr. Greenhow
bad eclipsed all American and British negotiators, and that
“ fifty-four forty or figh"" was the duty of every Democrat
who was not a British traitor. I was literally cried down,
and Mr. Greenhow cried up until he rode upon the clouds.
Five hundred country organs played to the tune of the city
organ ; and in the face of the whole I had to take the brunt of
-nin’ the country from ‘‘inevitable war with Great Bri-
fain.” It was the first time, perhaps, in which a member of
a party, saving the party and the country from an absurd
war, was assailed by the organ of the party, even justly, and
much less falsely and wickedly. But, with the help of
others, we succeeded. The danger was averted. The true
line of 49°, which we had offcred Great Britain for foriy
years, was established ; and now we see, from the exhibit [
have made this day, that all the danger we then ran came
from a book, fraudulently false, for which we paid $3,750 to
give ourselves thirty copies of it each. I say we ; for, though
I fought against it, and refused to touch the book, yet its pur-
chase was the act of the body of which [ am a member, and
therefore we did it.

This is some of our experience in buying hornbooks for
our Senalorial instruction. Mr. Greenhow gives a history of
M. Gallatin's correspondence. He gives you all this in half
a page, which cost Gallstin near eighty pages, ' being the
largest instance | have ever known of the play of Hamlet with
the part of Hamlet left out ; for he gives us Gallatin's corres-
with the omission of the correspondence of Gallatin.
bat is the consequence’ Why, sir, out of that book grew
all the disputes abeut 54° 40’. That book was the father of
the 54° 40’ movement, which brought us to the verge of & war
'i:nd Great Britain,
this is what we get for our in the ng of
books, Yes, sir, the money whicmid for buk:-
the father of the 54° 40’ movement. Afier all, he does not
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Petersburgh thirty yeurs ago I must bere say,
mbrlﬂ.lhnlwh&wdnﬂnl;nyhanm {n
the Senate, [ want no bornbooks to want the
original works themselves. It originated thus,

“ Mr, Gallatin clsimed for the United States the possession | head

These are the reasons given for omitting Mr. Gallatin's | .00

beeause Re- | tophe

time. We had a question about Oregon, and it was argued
that this book was 1o illuminaie s, upon the principle,
haps, thatin a nation of blind men hnllml:umqor:
king. And then we have just had another book, Brown’s de-
bates inthe California Convention. Still thete wasan argument;
we were about to legislate for California, snd to the extent of
half a dozen volumes, to be placed in the library, to which Sena-~
tors might bave recourse, it would have been a good argu-
meut.
copies, but some two thousand were resolved upon, and st
two dollars per volume, the work being such as we would
buy in the shops for sixty-two and a half cents. I fought
against it, and, as usual in this Congressional book-trade,
came off second best. The number was carried ; bat haif a
dollar on the volume was saved to the treasury, and theseller
still got what was about double price, and we got what was
of no use to us, Thhhuhunmruwimunlhmt
session, and we all felt as if we had been bitfen. there
was an argument, or the shadow of an argument, that we
were going o legislate for California, and wanted informa-
tion, and this book, at the rate of thirty volumes to & mem-
ber, might give it. Butin the case before us I see no srgu-
ment at all. It is to purchase Mr. Palmer's book on the
East. [do not know of any business we have to perform
here on which the subject-matter of that book is necessary
to enable us to discharge our duties. [ know of no argu-
ment for it, and I will look over the resolution presented,
for the purpose of seeing what it is, and how it came before
us, I do not see the Senator from North Carolioa (Mr.
Manaux) present who called up this resolution, and I must
therefore call the attention of the Senate to it in his absence.
This is it :

[Here Mr. Brxrox read the resolution. ]

That is the resolution. Tn the first place it is for “*Mr.
Palmer.” There is mo christian name to it, as if there was
but one Palmer in the world. But I apprehend that this
Palmer, without being one of the kind who came in at the
end of the feast of the noblemen and gentry, s

from the east, I apprebend that
quainted with the gentleman. I
has been as faithful in his attendance on this chamber for a
number of years past as the average of the members of this
body, [a laugh ;] and that were he to put jn a claim for
eight dollars a day, he could make out as good a claim as most
of us, so far as punctual attendance would carry it. For my
part, | am sufficiently acquainted with the gentleman, from
that description, without requiring the resolution to insert
¢ Aaron H." before his name of Palmer.
Well, now, the resolution asks leave to withdraw a certain
per, and permission to take out a -right, and to print.
ve to withdraw is very proper in this case. [A laugh.]
Yes, sir, | would give him leave. Let him take away this

1
]

| paper by all means. But we are to allow him to have a

copy-right, and to print st his own expense. Sir, do we
grant copy-rights? What could be meant bymchnﬂl-l:'ﬁ
Why, it would be authorizing people to print their awn
out of their own funds; that is all; and that is ex
what we are required to do fur Mr. Palmer. [A lsugh.
Then it is called a *“document,” with the title of it given
at length. “‘A document !”
document was an official papar, emanating from the exscutive
or some of the departments, But here is Mr. A. H.
Palmer's ducrimlm of the ** Maritime countries of the East,”
and so forth, which grows up to the dignity of a document.
And how has it got to be & docament! [ Mr.
Palmer made a deposite of it somewhere, say the t
of Biate, and then got it back again, and that it has under-
gone a process of filtration, which has made it, from a
common paper, a ‘‘document,” This **document,” after
baving been spun and wove by Mr. Palmer, not out of his
own bowels, like the spider’s web, bat out of other people’s
brains and books, was carried to the Department of State and
atked bouse room. There are a great many good men in
:il wml-’lid, mg many of them have been Secretaries of State.
any things have been carried and left there, and kindly
cared for. The baniling is left, and when it is wanted, he
who put it there knows where to find it. As the boys say In
the street, the fox is the fioder; and in this case, I

there was a deposite of this paper with the of State,
and that Aaron H. was the finder. [Great langhter.] And
then he gets some good-natured miember of Congress—and

there sre a great many good-natured members of Congress,
as well as among other classes of men—to move a resolution
to have it brooght down; after which the printing at
expense, and the purchase of some thonlmd:d’:m
dm{l;!ol price, lbl'l. mrém of course !

ell, members of Congress get their foelings excited, and
call for the paper. It comes down with great dignmity. It
comes down from the Secretary of State, stopping in at the
President’s for his private secretary to bring it up to Con-
gress. Hence it must be dignified ; it must be deemed
respectable. It comes upon us imposingly. It is then
ferred to & committee. ‘I'he committee bring it back to
house. By that time it has ripened into *a document,” and
not only ripened into a document, but it has undergone s
many filtrations and received so many imprimaturs. that its
value can scarcely be calculated. That is sbout the state, I
helieve, of the present document, named in this resolution.
That is about its bistory, as I guess it. I have not taken the
trouble- to make Any inquiries respecting it; but [ guess it
from tl:lnt I 500 on the face of the paper, [Mr B. reading,]
‘* Entitled * a comprehensive view of the principal i -
dent maritime countries of the East,’ illustrated by a s
which accompanied the report of the Secretary of State fo
the Senate, under date of %3d of April last, and referred fo
the Committee on Foreign Relatuwns.” Very grand title.
But, sir; what have we before us in the shape of Oriental le-
gistation on which we want instruction, to be gotten out of
this ¢ comprehensive view of the countries of the East?” I
have read something about the countries of the East ever
since I was a little boy. [ have read of Solomon, and of the
Eastin hisdsy ; and | have read something of what it bas been
since. And as for our merchants who carry on trade, I ap-
prehend that they will not look at this in order to decide what
branch of trade they can explore. They will not wait until
the book is printed by order of Congress and then distributed,
to find cu’ where to explore any branch of trade. 1 have
read, dwiing the last quarter of a century, a gremt deal of our
merchants and navigators, of their enterprise, of their courage,
of their success in carrying on business, whether at one pole
or the other ; on the placid seas, upon the land, cr amidst the
tumbling mountairs of polar ice, pursuing the gigantic mon-
sters of the deep. [ bave read what Edmund Burke said of
them in the last céntury, and the black emperor of Hay
Christopbe, in this. Both seemed to be equally
with the energy of our merchante, but by
with most energy. He said, ** hang up a bag of colfee
in hell, a Yankee would go and bring iulm. without being




